South Dakota State University

Open PRAIRIE: Open Public Research Access Institutional
Repository and Information Exchange
Electronic Theses and Dissertations
1962

Social Distance Correlates: Religiosity, Education, and Personality
Jeanne C. Bigger

Follow this and additional works at: https://openprairie.sdstate.edu/etd

Recommended Citation
Bigger, Jeanne C., "Social Distance Correlates: Religiosity, Education, and Personality" (1962). Electronic
Theses and Dissertations. 2804.
https://openprairie.sdstate.edu/etd/2804

This Thesis - Open Access is brought to you for free and open access by Open PRAIRIE: Open Public Research
Access Institutional Repository and Information Exchange. It has been accepted for inclusion in Electronic Theses
and Dissertations by an authorized administrator of Open PRAIRIE: Open Public Research Access Institutional
Repository and Information Exchange. For more information, please contact michael.biondo@sdstate.edu.

'
SOCIAL DISTANCE CORRELATES:

I·

.,

I

RELIGIOOITY, EDUCATION, AND PERSONALITY

•

BY
JEANNE C. BIGGAR

A thesis submitted
in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the
degree Master of Science, Department of Rural
Sociology, South Dakota State
College of Agriculture
and Mechanic Arts
August, 1962

SOU fH DAKOTA STATE COLLEGE LIBRAR{

Thia th••l• i• appro••d a• a creditable, iadepeaclat f.ueatlpti•
by a caadiclat• for the degree, Raater of Science, aacl 1• acceptable ••
INetiaa the tlle•i• r••uiremeata for tkl• ••aree, hut wf.th..c iapl)'i•I
tut tile ceacl••lou reached.,. tile uadidate are aeceeaarily tile eea
cl•a:leu of t•e •Jor depart:Mat.

ACKNOWIEDGMENTS
The author 'Wishes to express sincere appreciation to the fol
lowing for their guidance and assistance during the progress of this
study:
to John D. Photiadis, former Associate Professor in the Rural
Sociology Department, fo� the design and statisticaJ. analysis of this
study;
to Associate Professor Vernon D. Malan for his assistance in
editing and clarifying this thesis, and for advising during the prep
aration of the questionnaire;
to others who helped with background study in preparation for
this thesis over the past two years:

Professor Howard M. Sauer, Pro 

fessor Douglas Chittick, and Associate Professor Marvin P. Riley;
and to. my family, without whose encouragement and support,
this thesis would not have been possible.
JCB

TABIE OF CONTENTS
Page
INTRODUCTION • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

1

Statement of the Problem • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

1

Basic Assumptions. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

5

CHAPI'ER I.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

8

Basic Hypothesis . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

18

CHAPfER III. CONCEPrUAL FRAMEWORK AND OFERATIONAL DEFINITIONS. •

22

CHAPrER· ·II.

CHAPI'ER IV.

THE DESIGN OF THE STUDY. • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

The Sa.m.ple • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

28

The Questionnaire. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

29

Method of Analysis • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •
CHAPfER V.

FINDINGS. • • • • • • • • •

•

• • • • • • • • • • • •

Summary, Limitations, and Conclusions For Each Variable. •

•

31

35
45

LIT:ERATUim CITED. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

51

AP�DIX A. • • • • •. • • • • • ._ • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • •

54

Characteristics of Sample and Total Population . • • • • •

55

�DIX B. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .-

60

The Questionnaire. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

61

Instruction Sheeto

70

Sources of Items in Questionnaire. • • • • • • • • • • • •

71

LIST OF TABLF.s
Page

Table

I. Distribution of Scores on Bogardus Social Distance and

Average Scores for Church A, Church B, and Church C for
Five Ethnic Groups. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

30

II.

Zero-order Correlations and Their Significance. • • • • •

36

III.

Relationship Between Social Distance and Orthodoxy,
E>ctrinsic Belief, Participation, and :Education When
Each Remaining Variable Is Held Constant. • • • • • • • •

40

Ninth-order Partial Correlations and Their Significance •

43

Social Distance Marginals and Percentages for Sample
Studie d and Total Population • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

55

VI.

Age Marginals and Percentages for Sample Studied and
Total Population. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

56

VII.

Education Marginals and Percentages for Sample Studied
and Total Population. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

57

VIII. • Socio-economic Status Marginals and Percentages For
Sample Studied and Total Population • • • • • • • • • • •

58

IV.

1

CHAPI'ER I
INTRODUCTION
Statement of the Problem
Equal access to social privileges for all men is a righ t that
has been overtly defended in America, but a right which has not always
been fully maintained in practice. The urgency felt by many students
of human relations to provide

a better understanding of the phenomena

of intergroup relations is emphasized by the desire to implement this
right.

The challenging question before us, according to Allport,

is

0

whether progress toward tolerance will continue, or whether, as in many
regions of the world, a fatal retrogression will set in. " The viabil
ity of the democratic ideal in human relationships is on trial before
the whole world.

·ucan citizens learn to seek their own welfare and

growth not at the expense of their fellow men, but in concert with them?
The hun1an family does not yet lmow the answer, but hope s it will be af
firmative. 111
Ethnicity has provided obstacles to harmonious intergroup rela
tions when associated with prejudice.

The emotional "pre-judgment" of

individuals of other ethnic groups is in essence an attitude ·related to
social, situational, and personality factors which impinge upon the per
son in modern society.

Attempts to explain the source of attitudes of

1 Gordon w. Allport, D1! Nature 52! Prejudice, P• 518, Addison
Wesley Publishing Companyl Boston, Maes •. , 1954.

2

antipathy in the bigoted person has been presented in theoretical prop
ositions, but concensus has not been reached. There is also consider
able dispute about the relative effectiveness of formal education p�o
grams, contact and acquaintance programs, group retraining, information
through mass media, and exhortation.

Yet there is still great hope

that education for tolerance will attack overgeneralized belief and
moderate prejudices toward ethnic groups.
The church and the school have been expected to take the lead
in combating intolerance, but investigations of the role of religiosity
among prejudiced and tolerant subjects have raised a question as to .the
effectiveness of religious training. Allport depicts clearly the con
fusion left by studies of religiosity and prejudice.
The role of religion. is paradoxical. It makes prejudice
and it unmakes prejudice. While the creeds of the great reli
gions are universalistic, aU- stressing brotherhood, the prac
tice of these creeds is frequently divisive and brutal • • •
Some say the only cure is to abolish religion. Churchgoers are
more prejudiced than the average; they also are less prejudiced
than the average.2
One possible hypothesis is that it may be the use that church
goers make of their religion which is responsible for their prejudi
cial attitudes.

Those churchg�ers, who use their religion as a pro

tection for their ethnocentric personalities and are primarily inter
ested in the benefits g ained from the institutional aspects of church
life, can twist the teachings of religion to justify protection for
their own in-group and serve nurture for their personal prejudices.
2

�., P•· 444.

3
On the other hand, those who internalize· religious tenets with hwnil
ity tend to serve their religion and actively support the move toward
brotherhood. 3
If the use made of religious belief is determined by the indi
vidual's psychological needs, it may be that personality characteris
tics are the intervening va.riabl�s which have clouded the picture of
the association between religion and prejudice.

Because religious doc

trine is authoritarian in nature, it is suggested that religious people
may tend to develop the authoritarian syndrome which has been shown to

be related to prejudice. 4 It may be that the contribution of religion
to prejudicial attitudes will be clarified only after the effect of

varying personality has been negated.
A study of the kind of belief ·religious people hold found ortho•doxy to be related to devotion to religion, fantasy, and prejudice. 5
The authors suggested that some distinction may have to be made between
the devoutly religious, nonprejudiced person and the devoutly religious,

prejudiced person to gain the key to this relationship. 6

other studies describe various dimensions of religiosity such as
3 Gordon w. Allport, ''Religion and Prejudice", Crane deview,
Vol. II, No. 1, Fall 1959.

4 Else Frenkel-Brunswik, ''Comprehensive Scores and Summary of
Interview Results", in T. w. Adorno, 'Else Frenkel-Brun�wik, Daniel J.
Levinson, and R. Nevitt Sanford, The Authoritarian Personality, PP• 46872, Harper & Brother: New York, N. Y. , 1954.

5 Snell Putney and Russell Middleton, ''Dimensions and Correlates
of Religious Ideologies", read at the annual meeting of the Southern
Sociological Society, April, 1960.
6 In personal letter from Middleton.
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frequency of attendance, use of religion, and the degree of orthodox
belief. 7 These variables seem�d to be associated with prejudicial at
titudes in earlier studies.

The first goal of this research is to

study the relationship between these three dimensions of religiosity
and prejudice.
Although the relationship of education to prejudice has shown in
a majority of studies a negative correlation, there is evidence that
this may be a spurious relationship.

High school students with super

ior personality adjustment are more likely than the average to go on

to college. 8 It may be formal education is related to those aspects of
personality which are negatively related to prejudice.

Thus,. the role

· also be clarified when
of formal education in relation to prejudice can
the effect of personality is controlled.
Personality factors which have been found related to prejudicial
attitudes are numerous.

These personality correlates also tend to be

related to the 11authoritarian11 cllinension. 9 It may be that dimensions
such as anomia, conservatism, and status-concern, are part of the au
thoritarian syndrome,-and their relationship to prejudice may also be

Frequency of attendance--Gardner Lindzey, "Differences Between
the High and Low in Prejudice and Their Implications for a Theory of
Prejudice", Journal .2f Personality, Vol. 19, 16-40, 1950; use of relig
ion--Cody Wilson, "Extrinsic Religious Values and Prejudice", Journal
of Abnormal� Social Psycholog_y, Vol. 60, No. 2, 286-8, 1960; ortho
dox belief--Putney and Middleton, 12£• �7

8 Paul B. Wilson and Roy C. Buck, "The Education Ladder", Rural
Sociology, Vol. 25, 404 -13, 1960.
9 Frenkel-Brunswik, �• �•, PP• 473-86.
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spurious. The true nature of the relationship of each of these person
ality traits with prejudice can be examined if the effe.ct of the remain
ing personality variables is controlled.
This study has centered around these problems:
1. What is the initial relationship of religiosity, education,
and personality variables with prejudicial attitudes?
2. Which of these simple relationships remain significant when
the effect of other related variables is controlled?
While no causal inferences can be made from this � post facto
study where no time order can be established except t hrough deduction,
it is hoped that the findings may reinforce tenable conclusions reached
in past studies focused on the variables listed above as final caus·es

in the phenomenon of prejudice.10

Basic Assumptions
· This exploration of prejudicial attitudes among_ church partici
pants is based upon four as.sumptions.
First, it has been assumed that attitudes toward ethnic groups
are reflected in the answers of respondents, and that these attitudes
lO

Final causes as classified by Paul H. Furfey in the Scope and
Method .2.f Sociology (pp. 68-73, Harper and Brothers: New York, N. Y.,1953) where he applies Aristotle's four types of caus�s--material, the
physical aspects from which the phenomenon originates; formal, determi
nants of the shape and configuration of the phenomenon; efficient, the
agency through which the change is brought about; final, the end of mo
tive which gives reason for its occurence--to the sociological approach.

6
can be measured and quantified.
Secondly, it has been assumed that the number assignment given
each response represents the same attitude of each· respondent. For
example, respondent A expresses a certa in level of prejudice when he
circles "3" to indicate his willingness to accept the Japanese to his
street as neighbors.ll It is assumed that respondent B expresses the
same level of prejudice when he marks his questionnaire in the same
· manner.
Thirdly, it has been assumed that the distance between the num
bers assigned to each response for a particular item is equal. Al
though there is much dispute as to whether this assumption can be made
when ordinal scales are employed, the error involved is not signifi
cantly larger than the error acquired in dichotomizing samples into
"high1r · and "low'' _categories. This assumption· was necessarily made in
order to employ zero-order correlation analysis--the only statistical
technique available for controlling more than two or three variables
simultaneously. The problem undertaken involved controlling nine variables simultaneously.

ecause.no comparison has been made with the

findings of this sample and the r1:11dings of other populations, the as
sumption seemed valid in spite.of error incurred.
Fourthly, it has been assumed that the direction of causalityl2
ll See page 5 of questionnaire, Appendix B.

12 While Maciver (R. M.· Maciver, and Charles H. Page, Society,
3rd edition, PP• 3?8-30, Long and Smith Corporation: New York, N. Y.,
1949) leaves the sociologist �th the impre�sion (Cont'd on next page)

. )
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is from the independent variables to the dependent variable. While this
assumption is necessary in any investigation of this kind it must be re
membered that this direction is by no means established at this point.
Simpson and Yinger warn:
One must be careful not to assume too quickly that a cer
tain tendency-- rig id.ity of mind, for exa.mple--that is correlated
with prejudice necessarily causes that prejudice • • • The se
quence may be the other way around. • • 13:t is more likely that
both are related to more basic factors.
These basic assumptions parallel closely the assumptions.made in
studies similar to the one undertaken.

12 (Cont'd from page 6)
that the multiplicity of factors--economic, technological, and political--affecting social phenomena makes
causal investigation lite rally an impossible test. Furfey (Paul H. Fur
fey, � Scope � Method tl Sociology, pp. 68-73, Harper and Brothers:
New York, N. Y., 1953) points out that lmowledge has no scientific basis
without causal inference. Furfey goes on to point out that, while the
social scientist may lack precise tools for measurement, he is, on the
other hand, in a more advantageous position than the natural scientist
because he is of t he very nature of that which he is trying to explain.
He, himself, is the material cause; he has keen insights into the for
mal causes through his daily contact with the elements of social struc
ture; he functions as an efficient cause of social change; and he knows
only too well the mechanisms of motivation or final causes. Although
studies to isolate single causal factors may be impaired b y the mul
tiplicity of facto rs influencing a single effect, testable causal hypo
thesis must be evolved by the social scientist if he -is to organize
prosont and new knowledge into scientific ordcr--the en d goal of a.11
science.

13 George E. Simpson and J. Milton Yinger, 'Racial 24 Cul.tural
Minorities, P• 13, in Brewton Berry, ��Ethnic Relations, P• 388,
Houghton Mifflin Co.: Boston, Mass., 1958.
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CHAPI'.ER II
REVIEW. OF LITERATURE

The study of ethnic gro�pings--racial, nationality, and religi
ous--received its first impetus not from sociologists but from anthro
pologists and psychologists.

Farly studies of cultural and/or raclal

groups laid the foundation for.the sociological literature focused on
adjustment and assimilation of . European immigrant groups. Simpson and
Yinger have divided the past study of ethnic relations into three stages:
1. The first stage which engulfed numerous assertions in the
name of social science leaping heavily on racist notions
and colored by value declarations;
2. The second stage which produced masses of empirical data,
objectively recorded, describing various minority groups,
but unrelated to any larger body of theory;
3. The third stage which promises the integration of empiri
cal data into general theory of human behavior through
analysis of intergroup relations, a growing interest �
research, and the beginnings of some experimental work. 4
It is from this third stage that literature relevant to this study has
been drawn, with particular focus on studies centering on situational
and personality correlates of prejudice in recent publications.
The term prejudice has many connotations-all of them negative.
Berry points out that it is difficult to examine such a concept objecl4 George E. Simpson and Milton J. Yinger, ''The Sociology of
Race and Ethnic Relations", in Robert Merton, et al. , Sociology Today,
P• 377, Basic Books Incorporated: New York, U. Y., 1959.
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tively, and discusses several definitions in an attempt to bring to
gether the meanings attributed to prejudice by soci logists. The lit
eral meaning of prejudice hardly spells out its meaning, for prejudice
cannot be classed a.s a judgment when its common basis is emotion rather
than logical consideration of facts involved.1 5 Powderrnaker asserts,

"Prejudice means jumping to a conclusion before considering the facts."16

Along the same line Frazier states:

"Prejudice is a prejudgment in the

sense that it is a judgment concerning objects and persons not based
upon knowledge or experience.n1 7

Wirth takes prejudice out of the judgment class when he defines
it as "an attitude with an emotional basis. 018 Defining prejudice as
an attitude seems more apt than as a judgment, for prejudices reflect
an emotional set--�'from love to hatred, from esteem to contempt, from
devotion to indifference"--which the individual acquires through socia
lization toward

many

elements of the environment. Marden joins this ap

proach by defining prejudice as "an a ttitude unfavorable or disparaging

of a ·whole group • • • based upon� some elements of irrationality. n19

1 5 Brewton Berry, � and Ethnic Relations, p. 369, Houghton
itifflin Company: Boston, Mass., 1958.
16 Hortense Powdermaker, Probing Our Prejudices, P• 1, in Berry,
ibid, P• 369.

· 17 E. Franklin Frazier, � Negro jJ:i � United States, P• 665,
in Berry, loc • .W.•
18 Louie Wirth, ''Raoe and Public Policy", Ill! Scientific Month
l.t, Vol. ;s, 303, 1944, in Berey-, loc. �•
Berry,

l9 Charles P. Marden, Minorities

12.£• �•

!n American

Sooietz, P• 31, in
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Simpson and Yinger describe prejudice as "an emotional, rigid attitude

toward a group of people.n20

Allport's definition o prejudice.includes

some of the best elements of the other definitions:

''Ethnic prejudice

is an antipathy based upon a faulty and inflexible generalization. It
may be felt or expressed. It may be directed toward a group as a whole,
or toward an individual because he is a member of that group."21
A number of investigations have been made to determine the role
of religion in prejudicial attitudes. The results of these studies are
inconsistent with one another.

In an early study conducted by Allport

and Kramer with 437 college undergraduates taking courses in psychology,
they found that religious training in itself did not effect tolerant
attitudes.

If the students felt that their religious background had

emphasized tolerance, their attitudes tended to be more tolerant. If,
however, the students felt that their religious background had an un
favora.ble, 1 neutral or mixed effect on them, their attitudes tended to
be more prejudiced. Those students who reported no influence of re
ligious training were in the less-prejudiced h�lr.22

In replication of the Allport study Rosenblith found similar �e-·
lntionohlpo botwoen the type of religious trnining and level of preju20

21

Simpson and Yinger JI loc. cit.
Allport, The Nature of Pre,judice, op. cit., p. 9.

22 Gordon w. Allport and Bernard M. Kramer, "Some Roots of Prej
udice", Journal of Psychology. Vol. 21-2, 9-39, 1946.

/
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dice. 23 Lindzey discovered that a group of Harvard undergraduates who
were high in prejudice attended church more frequently·than those low
in prejudice.24 Religious variables--expressed preferences, intensity
of belief, and frequency of church atten.dance--were inversely related
to tolerant attitudes in Nehnevajsa's study of University of Colorado
students. 25

Martin and Westie reported that the "tolerant" half of a

sample randomly drawn from the population of Indianapolis tended to re
ject the fundamentalistic, doctrinaire, and conservative outlook in
favor of a more humanistic orientation.

However, they fol:l!ld no sig

nificant relationship between tolerance or prejudice and frequency of
church attendance, praying, Bible reading, and percentage of income
contributed to on;;s religious group. 26
On

the other hand no relationship was apparent between church

attitudes and attitudes toward two ethnic groups when Prothro and Miles
tested 3 80 white, middle class, Chr·istian adults from 1 6 Louisiana

municipalities. 27

Judy Francis Rosenblith, ttA Replication of 'Some Roots of
Prejudice'", Journal 2f Abnormal � Social Psychology, Vol. 44, 47 0-89,
1949.
24 Lindzey, 12.£. cit.
23

25 Jiri Nehnevajsa, "Tolerant-intolerant Attitudes on a Univer
sity Campus", paper read at 1956 Annual Meeting or' American Sociologi
cal Society.
26
James G. Martin and Frank R. Westie, ''The Tolerant Personality"., American Sociological Review, Vol. 24, No. 4, 521-8, 1959.
27

E. Terry Prothro and: otha King Miles, ttA Comparison of Ethnic
Attitudes of College Students and Middle Class Adults .from the Same
State", Journal .Q! Social Psychology. Vol. 36, 53-8, 1952.
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other studies have shown both positive and negative relation
ships between religiosity and prejudice. When comparing Southern and
Northern white respondents, Pettigrew found no significant differences
among the Northerners who had attended church within the week, and
those who had not attended church within the month. When age and edu
cation were controlled, the Northern Protestant attenders were signifi
cantly more tolerant than the non-attenders. Among the Southern respon
dents, however, church attenders were significantly more anti-Negro than

non-attenders.28

In a later study which he conducted at the English

speaking University of Natal, Pettigrew found that church attenders were
9
significantly more tolerant toward n�n-whites.2

College and university students from different regions of the
country were discovered to differ in attitudes. While religious or
thodoxy was significantly positively related in the southeast_area, it
was not related significantly in th.e northeast area.

A s stated before,

Middleton feels the answer may lie in the differences found between the
"devoutly religious nonprejudiced person" and.the "devoutly religious
prejudiced person."

He has summarized his position as follows:

This matter of measuring religiosity will be your greatest
problem••• Most studies show that prejudice is highly related
to orthodoxy of religious belief, but our study shows that ortho
doxy is closely related to the importance of religious belief to
the individual and also is closely related to fanaticism. Thus,
28 Thomas F. Pettigrew, "Regional Differences in Anti-Negro Prej
udice", Journal .2f Abnormal� Social Psychology, Vol. 59, 28-36, 1959.
29 Thomas F. Pettigrew, "Social Distance Attitudes of South Afri
.
can Students", Social-Forces, Vol. 38, 2 46-53, 1959-60.
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the general picture is that the more conservative or orthodox
an individual is� the more likely he is to be devout, fanatic�
and prejudiced.J u
After reviewing the inconsistent conclusions regarding the rela
tionships between religion and prejudice, Allport hypothesized that it
may not be as much the type of belief the individual has, nor the fre
quency of attending church functions, as it is the use which the individ
ual makes of his belief that effects prejudice. The individual who uses
his religion as a shield from the "perils" of a threatening world lsl,cks
tolerance for his fellowman.

This is the prejudiced person, primarily

interested in the institutional aspects of his religion, who expects his
religion to serve him. Allport labels this use of religion extrinsic
beliefe
The intrinsic believer, conversely, internalizes his religious
dogma, but recognizes the fact that others have convictions which are
equally as important to them.

ije does not use his religion as a talis�

man but seems dedicated to serve his religion and his fellowman. Fur
.
thermore, Allport suggests that ,no individual is either entirely "ex
trinsic" or "intrinsic" in his religious outlook. At any moment an in
dividual probably falls·at some point on a continuum ranging from extreme
extrinsic belief to extreme intrinsic belief.31
dice.

Education has proved to be another important correlate of preju- /
For the most part studies have shown a negative relationship be-

30

)

Middleton, letter of November 21, 1960.

31 Allport, .''Religion and Prejudicett,

!2£• £!!•

298662
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tween prejudice and the years of formal education.

The Allport and

Kram.er study indicated that children of college trai�ed parents tended
to be more tolerant of ethnic groups than children of non-college par

ents, 32 and Rosenblith's follow-up study in South Dakota tended to con
firm these findings.33

Nehnevajsa reported a positive relationship

between the number of years of formal education and tolerance.3 4 In
his study of differences between northern and southern adults, Petti
grew found education to be negatively related to prejudice and authori-.
tarianism in both areas of the nation.

He states further that in the

south it seems to �lay an even more essential part in tolerant atti-.
tudes.35 The Martin and Westie study also concluded that the "toler
ant" subjects wer;-�ignificantly higher in the number of years of edu

cation completed. 3 6 After stratifying his sample by occupational level;

Lipset found that educational attainment was associated with democratic
attitudes at each leve1.37 Putney and Middleton found no significant
relationship between the fathers' education and prejudice in either the

northeast or the southeast. 38

12£.• .2ll·
12.£. £.ll.

32 Allport and Kramer,
33
34

Rosenblith,
Nehnevajsa,

1££e

.£i!2.e

3 5 Pettigrew, "Regional Differences in Anti-Negro Prejudice",
Martin and Westie,

12£• £ii•

37 Seymour Martin Lipset, ''Democ�acy and Working-Class Authori
tarianism, " American Sociological Review, Vol. 2 4, 482 -5 0 1, 195 9.
38 Putney and Middleton; 1.2.£ �.
•

)

)
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The psychologists' contribution to characterizing the intolerant
personality has been especially fruitful in the last fifteen years.
Summarizing the findings of the relation of personality to prejudice,
Williams WTites:
From many sources there has arisen an influential cur
rent of researc h based upon the idea that prejudice is not a
se� of isolated attitudes but rather a functional part of a
total personality system. By all odds the most influential
study in this field has been � Authoritarian Personality. The
bold hypotheses of the original study stimulated many partial
replications, and invited critical analysis • • • The net result
is an impressive increment of both new ideas and empirical findings.39
� Authoritarian Personality was based on a study of urban and
suburban population on the West Coast of the United States. The main
differences

in

personality structure between the "highs" and ''lows" in

ethnic prejudice were examined by the authors. Characteristics attrib
uted to the "highs" were:

repression, unwillingness to face _unaccept-,;

able tendencies and impulses, and failure to integrate these tendencies
satisfactorily with his conscious image; externalization, mechanism of
projecting to others those repressed tendencies such as fear, wealmess,
passivity, sex impulses, and aggressive feeling against authoritative
figures--especially parents--thus making the exterior world the threat
rather than the individual, himself; conventionalism, the adoption of
and conformity to ·conventional values and rules due to the need for ex
ternal support; power, the admiration of and striving.for power, a ten-

39 Robin M. Williams, Jr., "Racial and Cultural Relatione�:,in, ·

J. Gittler, Review£! Sociology:
Sons: New York, N. Y;., 195 7.

Analysis 2.f

.,2:.

Decade, John Wiley and
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dency to utilize everything and everybody as means to an end; rigidity,
rigid defenses maintained to prevent repressed tendencies from break
ing through to the conscious level, with no place for ambivalence or
ambiguity.40
In examining the background of the highly prejudiced subjects,
the authors found that these individuals grew up in homes where par
ents tended toward -. rigid discipline and where affection depended upon
approved behavior of the child.

Family roles tended to be dominant for

the parents and submissive for the child.

They hypothesiz_ed that the

child growing up in this type of home, appearing submissive on the sur
face, repressed his hostilities and aggressions toward his parents, and
through externalization, channeled these feelings toward the out-group .
Parents of prejudiced subjects also tended toward preoccupation with
problems of status, and as a result the child seemed unduly concerned
with sta tus, and with a set of rigid and externali zed rules to protect
that status. 41
Williams proposes two :iJn.portant limitations to these findings:
1. The responses tend to be such a s would be expected on the basis
of social realities, �•, for poor and uneducated persons . in
our present society, the . world often is a threatening "jungle" ;

2 • •• • For some items, at . any rate, it appears that variations
i n responses so closely f.ollow levels of education and social
class as to throw serious doubt upon whether personality or
culture is being indexed.·42

40

Frenkel-Brunswik, �-

41 Ibid.

42 Williams,

.!.2.£. ill•

ill.
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Other studies relating personality characteristics to prejudice
reported:

(1)

In Lindzey's study the highly prej 'diced students tended

to favor conformity to conservative nationalistic statements. 43

( 2) In

McClosky's study conservatism was related to prejudicial attitudes . 44
(3 )

lh Martin and Westie's study a significant difference in authori

(4)

In Srole's study both anomie and authoritarianism were related

tarianism was apparent between the tolerant and intolerant subjects.45

positively to prejudice; anomie more strongly re·lated than authoritarianism.46 Roberts and Rokeach found anomie and authorit�rianism had
equal relationships to prejudice in their replication of" Srole 1 s work.47
In a second replication, McDill al.so found anomie and authoritarianism
equally related to prejudice. 48

(5 )

Comparing the strength of the re

lationships in anti-Semitic prejudice, Kaufman reported a larger corre
lation between status-concern and prejudice than between authoritarian
ism and prejudice. 49
43 L:i.ndzey .,

(6)

In the · northeast section of their sample .,

12.£• ill•

44 Herb;;:-t Mcclosky, "Conservatism and Personality", American
Political Science Review, Vol . 52, 37, 195 8 .
45

Martin and Westie,

12.£. ill•

4 6 Edward L. McDill, "Anomie, Authoritarianism, Prejudice, and
Socio-Economic Status : · An Attempt at Clarification•t, Social Forces,
Vol. 3 9 , 239-45 , 19 61.

Ibid .
-

47 Ibid .

49 Walter C • . Kaufman, "Status, Authoritarianism, and Anti-Semi
tism", American Journal £! Socioloq. Vol. 62, 379-82, 1957 .
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Putney and Middleton discovered a relationship between conservatism,
anornia, authoritarianism, and status-concern with p ejudice; in addi
tion to these, in the southeast sample they found a relationship be- ·
tween orthodo:xy o f religion and prejudice.5 0

A review o f current lit� ratu re centering around factors affect
ing prejudicial attitudes yields few generalizations which contribute
to comprehensive theoretical explanations of prejudice. Religiosity,
whether gauged by orthodoxy or by participation in church activities,
has been found positively: related,

!!2.l

related, and negativelz related

to prejudice. The level of educational attainment, rather consistently,
was negatively related to prejudice. Both theoretical and empirical
studies have shown several personality attributes-authoritarianism,
anomia, conservative outlook, and status-concern--to be associated with
prejudice .

BASIC HYParHESES
The inconsistent results obtained in past stu dies o f the rela�
tionship between religio s ity and prejudice point to the presence of a.ntervening variables which affect the conclusions. Some of these vari
ables, which may be highly related to prejudicial attitudes, are educa
tion and personality variables-authoritarianism, anomia, conservatism.,
and status-concern .

To test the relationships of theee variables , two

sets of hypotheses were drawn up. The first set (I{ypOtheses I, II, and
50

�--

Putney and Middleton, ·

!.2£ • .£ii.
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I

II ) has to do with establishing the relationship o f each of three ' di
mensions of religiosity, formal education, and each of six personality
dimensions with social distance .
Hypothesis I :

Religiosity is related to soc ial distance. To

support this hypothesis the following sub-hypothese s are proposed:
A. The more - orthodox the belief, the more the social dis
tance.
B.

The more extrinsic the use of belief, the more the so
cial distance .

C.

The more the participation in church activities, the
less the social distance.

Hypothesis II :

Education is related to social distance .

To

support this hypothesis the following sub-hypothesi s is proposed:
A.

The more years of formal educ ation, the less the social
distance.

Hypothesis
social distance.

m:

Selected personality dimensions a re related to

To support this hypothesis the following sub-hypo

theses are proposed :

A.

The more the anomia, the more the social distance.

B.

The more the status-concern, the more the social· dis
tance.

C. The more the conservatism, the more the s ocial. distance.
D.

The more the authoritarianism, the more the social dis
tance �

E.

The more the tendenc y for withdrawal, the more the so
cial distance .

F.

The more the a nti-social tendency, the more the social
distance.

The second set of hypotheses (IV and V} was designed to test the
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presence of intervening variables . · It was necessary to determine if
the separate relationships would remain significant when the effect of
each of the remaining variables was controlled; first, when each vari
able was controlled one at a time, and second, when all remaining var
iables were controlled sililultaneously.
Hypothesis IV:

Certain variables are related to social distance

when the effect of each of the remaining v�riables is controlled, one
at a time .

T o support this hypothesis the following sub-hypotheses a re

proposed :
A.

Orthodoxy is related t o social distance when the effect
of each of the remaining variables i s held constant .

B. Extrinsic belief is related to social distance when the
effect of each of the remaining variables is held con
stant .
C. Participation is related to social distance when the ef
fect of each of the remaining variables is held constant.
D.

Educati o n is related to .social distance when the effect
of the remaining variables is held con stant ( one at a
time) . __

Hypothesis V:
when the effect

f

:Ea.ch variable tested is related to social distance

o all remaining variables is controlled simultaneously .

T o support th is hypothesis the following sub-hypotheses are proposed :
A. Orthodox belief is related to social di stance when the
effect of all the remaining variables i s controlled .
B. Extrinsic belief is related to social . distance when
the effect of all the remaining variables is control
led .

c.

Participation i s related to social distance when the
effect of all the remaining variable s is controlled.

D. Educatiop is related to social distance when the ef
fect of all the r emaining variabl�s is controlled.
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E.

Anemia is related to social distance when the effect .
of all the remaining variables is controlled.

F.

Status-concern is related to social distance when the
effect of aJ.l the remaining variables is controlled.

G.

Conservatism is related to social distance when the
effect of all the remaining variables is controlled.

H.

Authoritarianism is related to social distance when
the effect of all the remaining variables is control
led.

I.

Withdrawal tendency is related to social distance
when the effect of all the remaining variables is
controlled.

J. Anti-social tendency is related to social distance
when the effect of all the remaining variables is
controlled.
With these hypotheses in mind, a conceptual framework was sought
within which these basic variables could be studied, and operational.
n

definitions were drawn up i order that these variables could be meas
ured and quantified.
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CHAPI'ER III
CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK AND OmRATIONAL DEFINITIONS
The hypotheses listed above center around one dependent variable
--pre judice as social distance-�and ten independent var'iables--orthodo:xy, extrinsic, participation, education, conservatism, anomia, status-concern, authoritarianism, withdrawal, and anti-social tendencies.
In order to manipulate these concepts on an empirical level, _ the fol
lowing abstract and operational definitions are offered to clarify the
instrument employed to measure ·these variables.
Us ing Allport ' s definition as a guide, pre j udice has been re
ga�ed as antipathy felt toward any ethnic group or any member of an
ethnic grouptl

This antipathy was reflected in attitudes held toward

ethnic groups. A .measure of such· attitudes of - acceptance or rejection
of ethnic groups would show then the degree of prejudicial antipathy
held by the respondent .
Walter explains the phenomenon of prejudice on the basis of eth
nocentrism and in-group and out-group theory:
What has been said gives support to the consideration
of race pre j udice as one of many aspects which may be found in
the more nearly universal characteristic of ethnocentrism. Bas
ically, ethnocentrism is loyalty to one 's group , reinforced by
a corollary disdain or hostility toward other groups• • • The
important thing in ethnocentrism is !he intensification of one 's
feeling of attachment to his group. 5

51 Paul A.. F. Walter, Jr. , � !:!!! Culture Relations, P• Zl,
McGraw-Hill Book Co·. , Inc. : New York, N. Y. , 195 2.
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It is the individual 's loyalty to his in-group which fosters his pro
tective attitude toward that group.

These ethnocent ic· feelings are

intensified at any threat from an ou�group, and it is in defense of
his in-group that the individual assumes the fanciful feelings of su
periority toward his own kind.

This is the circumstance under which

prejudicial attitudes reign supreme, and ultimately conflict can oc
cur between groups.
On

the other hand, when ethnocentric feelings are at a minimum,

that is, when members of the in-group feel little or no threat from mem
bers of the out-group, prejudicial attitudes decline and tolerance may
predominate.

This conception of prejudicial attitudes has been labeled

"social distance" by social psychologists, and various scales have been
devised to measure the degree of social distance a respondent may hold
toward an out-group member.
The concept of social distance refers to a continuum des
cribed by Robert E . Park as the "grades and degrees of understand....
ing and intimacy which characterize presocial and social relations
generally. " Thus described the continuum ranges from close, warm, .
and intimate contact on the one -hand, through indifferenc5� to active dislike, hostility, and rejection on the other hand.
The measure of social distance used in this study was . the Bogardus .Scale
where acceptance of out-groups, in this case ethnic groups, ranges from
marriage to exclusion from the nation. 5 3
The review of literature revealed that religiosity is a rather
5 2 William J. Goode and Paul K. Hatt, Methods in Social Re
search, p. 2 43 , McGraw-Hill Book Co. , Inc. : New York, N.Y., 1952:53 See Appendix · B.
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ambieuous tenn us�d to represent many dimensions of religion and church
activity from type of belief, amount of time spent

eading the Bible,

frequency of church attendance, to denomination where membership was
held.

Furthermore, the results of past studies, testing any one of

these dimensions, have proved inconsistent.

For example, one study

found a positive relationship between prejudice and church attendance,
a second found a negative relationship, and a third found no rela.tion
ship. 54
The main objective of this study, as stated in the problem sec
tion, is to examine the relationships of religiosity with social dis
tance both before and after the effects of related personality factors
are controlled.

Three dimensions of religiosity--orthodo.xy, extrinsic,

and participation--were chosen because of the associations shown with
prejudice in previous investigations.
The first dimension, orthodoxy, describes the kind of belief
held.

Orthodox belief is fundamentalistic

in

nature, · and closely rela

ted to the original Catholic dogma, calling for belief in physical Hell,
the Devil, life after death, and a Divine plan and purpose for all
earthly things. 5 5 A six-item scale was used to measure the degree of
orthodo:xy of the respondent. 5 6
The second, extrinsic, describes the use made of the belief by
54 Studies referred to a.re Lindzey 's, Nehnevajsa ' s, and Martin
and Westie 's, respectively. See Chapter I I.
55

study.

Putney and Middleton, loc. �.

56 Taken from questionnaire used by Putney and Middleton's
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the individual in which the religious outlook serves to protect him
from a threatening world.

The individual ' s main concern is with the

institutional aspects of the church and how his religion can serve
eight-item scale was used to measure the degree of extrin
sic belief of the respondent. 5 8
him e 57

An

The third, participation, describes the intensity of contact
with church activities . After conferring -with two Protestant mini
sters, it was decided that attendance at Sunday morning services did
not give a true picture of participation in church life. fy.11 partici. _ pation also involves membership, attendance, and service in other church
organizations such as choir, men ' s and women 's associations, and church
government .

Participation then, was measured on the basis of a combina

tion of present and past activity in the total church program.
Along with these three diJilensions of religiosity, education and
personality variables were tested. Education was measured by the actual
number of years of fonnal education completed by each respondent.
McClosky describes conservatism as- the tendency to preserve the status
quo, the desire to identify with what "has been", and a resistance to

change . 59 A nine-item scale was used to measure the degree of conserva57
58

Allport, ttReligion and Prejudice", loc. cit .

Two items were taken from scale derived by Cody Wilson, 12.£.
cit e Dr . John Photiadis , Rev. Howarq Osborne, and author drew up nine
items and pretested them on 100 college students for discriminating
power . After eliminating three items from the eleven, the Coefficient
of Scalability approached 90 per cent.
59 McClosky,

-12£•

cit.
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tism. 60 This personality tendency also coincides with the in-group
theory of prejudice in that preservation of the status-quo sparks the
prejudicial attitudes donned to protect in-group security.
In an effort to clarify the 8:Uthoritarian syndrome of personal
ity, Kaufman hypothesizes that status-concern is related to p rejudice.
This is the personality tendency of individuals to value "symbols of
status and attainment of higher status . "

His ten-item scale was used

. to measure the degree of concern with status by the respondents. 61

Srole ' s anemia has been shown to be related to prejudice in sev
-eral studies.

This personality attribute is "the individual ' s general

ized, pervasive sense of • • • ' self-to-others distance or alienation',
or 'lack of interpersonal integration t . 11 62 Five items were taken from
Srole 's original scale to measure the degree of anomia felt by the re
spondents.
Authoritarianism has been expl·ained as the personaJ.ity orienta
tion that the way to live and be supported in this threatening world is
through obedience to authority figures and through conventionalism or a
rigid acceptance of the status-quo, along with a punitive attitude to
ward violators of obedience and conventionalism . 63 A five-item version
60 Taken from the Putney and Middleton questionnaire.
61
Kaufman, lE.£• .£.il•
62 Dorothy L. Meier and Wendell Bell, "Anomia and Differential.
)
Ac ce ss to the Achievement of Life Goals't, American Sociological Review,
Vol. 24, No . 2 1 191, 1959 •
'
63 McDill , .Q.U•' . �•
, P • 245 •
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of the California F-Scale was used to measure the degree of authoritar
ianism harbored by the respondent. 64
The personality inclination to reject the social group whether
in-group or out-group, and to find greater pleasure in solitary activi
ties or associations with only a few close friends has been labeled
withdrawal tendency.

Ten items were taken from the 1221, Revision of the

California Test of Personalit'l. to measure the tendency for withdrawa1. 6 5
The personality dimension which not only excludes the social
group but casts suspicion on its motives and places the ind;lvidual in
. a definsive position where he must protect himself from the enc�ach
ment of this threatening society has been termed anti-social tendency.
Ten items were taken from the same California test to measure the degree

of anti-social tendency of the respondent. 66

Within this conceptual framework and these operational defini
tions the design of this study was conceived, the population was selec- ·
ted, the questionnaire was drawn up, and the mode of analysis was deter
mined.
64 Developed by t he Department of Scientific Research of the·
Jewish Committee, and taken from the Putney and Middleton questionnaire.

65 Ernest . Tieg, Willis Clark, and Louis Thorpe, 122.J.
Revision
.2f t he California Test of Personality , Adult .E2.rfil AA, California Test
Bureau : Los Angeles , California. Items in Withdraw�l a?d Anti-Social
Tendency Scales were chosen because of their high correlation with the
Rorschach Test when comparison made by Glenn Blair and Donald Clark,
"Personality Adjustment of 9th Grade Pupils as Measured by the Multiple
Choice Rorschach Test and the California Test of Personality", Journal.
2f Educational Psychology, Vol. 37; No. 1, 13-20, 1946.
· 66

�- ·
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CHA.PrER IV

THE DESIGN OF THE STUDY
The Sample
Because ttchurch attenders" were the respondents selected for
study, the local Ministerial Association was contacted and presented
· with the problem to be investigated. Several of the ministers showed
considerable interest in the project, and permission was obtained from
five churches to present a questionnaire to be completed by the members
of the congregation either during or immediately following a regular
Sunday morning church service during January of 1961.
The population for this study was defined as persons in attend
ance at the Sunday, January 22, 1961, service of· the Baptist, Church of
God, Episcopalian, and Roman Catholic churches, and the Sunday, January
29, 1961, service · of the Presbyterian church.

The elementary sampling

unit was any individual, 18 years o:r: older, at�end.ing church at the
above times and places.

A total of 4 68 questionnaires were completed.

The population was stratified on the basis of orthodoxy and par
ticipation. A sample of JOO respondents was selected from this popula
tion in order to provide a wide distribution in orthodo.xy and participa

tion in church activities. 67

67 Tables V, VI, VII, and VIII in Appendix A show both s:imilar
ities and differences found in sample and total population for social
distance, age, years of school completed, and socio-economic status, re
spectively.
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Table I shows the distribution of s core s of re spondents from
Churche s A, B , and C ( from which mo st of the sample was drawn) along
with average s core s for each church and each ethnic group by church .
It i s intere s ting to note that Church B , although the average s core for .
all groups lie s between Church A and Church C , shows extreme average
s core s for four of the five ethnic groupings .
Japane se , Greeks , and

The average score for

Indians are the lowe st of the three churches .

On the other hand, the ave rage � core for the Negroes is the highe st of
any of the three churche s .

Apparently the three low average · s core s can

not be a ccounted for on the basis o f' a generally lower level of' so cial
distance .

Church B has had several familie s of the se three ethnic groq:s

as a ctive participant s in the church activitie s .

Homan sugge sts , "The

grea ter the interaction be tween two persons , the greater the s entiments
of affe ction they fe el for one another . "

68

If the interaction between

the re s pondents of Church B wit� Japane se , Greek, and Indian members of
thi s congregation has been favo �able , the lower level of so cial distance
displayed here can be explained by the increased sentiment. of affe ction
they feel for the se familie s .
The Que stionnaire
Be cause of the t endency of some re spondents to answer attitude
questions aske d by an inte rviewer on the basis of what they believe to

68 Ge o rge C . Hom.ans , �. Human Group, Harcourt , Brace and Co . :
New York , N . Y. , p . 43 , 19 50 .
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be socially accepted attitudes rather than their own personal attitudes,
an anonymous, self-administered instrument was drawn up .

It was hoped

that this type of questionnaire would give a clearer picture of the re
spondent 's attitudes toward ethnic groups, a mo�e accurate description
of his beliefs on the orthodoxy and extrinsic scales and of his feel

ings on the personality scales. 69

This questionnaire was designed to be completed by the respond
ents in less than thirty minutes.

When a pretest was run on 200 col

lege students, the average completion time was around twenty minutes .
After the questionnaire had been distributed t o each congregation, in
0
structions for completion were read.7

Respondents were reminded not

to indicate their church denoJI1.D1,ation, were assured of the anonymity
of their responses, and were asked to drop the completed questionnaire
in a box at · the door of the chur.ch as they left .
Method of Analysis
Because the pr:iJnary goal of this study, as described in the second set of hypotheses, was to test for the existence of a relationship
between the variables when the effect of the remaining variables was
controlled, partial correlation was selected as the appropriate statis
tical technique e

In spite of the controversy among sociologists as to

69 The questionnaire is found in Appendix B. Explanation and
sources of the items follow.
70

Instruction sheet follows questionnaire in Appendix B.

b
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whether or not ordinal scales can be used for this type of analysis,
this t echnique was the only one currently availab le to control more
. than three variables simultaneously.

The error which is incurred by

inferring that the difference · between the responses of "four" and "six11
is the same as the difference between "five 0 and "seven" when using a
'

( -

Likert-type ordinal scale , is negated considerably by using a number of
items rather than one item, and by using a sizeable sample.
Responses were scored as indicated on the questionnaire as :
7 Strong Agreement
6 Moderate Agreement
5 Slight Agreement

3 Slight Disagreeme�t
2 Moderate Disagreement
1 Strong Disagreement

for the orthodo.xy, 71 extrinsic, anomia, conservatism, status-concern,
and authoritarianism scales.
Responses were scored as indicated on the questionnaire as:
4 Unquestionably Yes
3 Yes

2 No
1 Unquestionably No

for the withdrawal and anti-social tendency scales.
Responses were scored as ind�cated on the questi�nnaire as t
1
2
,3
4
5
6
7

To clo� kinship by marriaco
To my club as personal friends
To my street as neighbors
To employment in my occupation
To citizenship in my country
As visitors only to my country
Would exclude from my country

for the social distance scale.
Responses were scored as answered for the number of years of
71 Scoree tor item · six were reversed to adjust for the opposite
direction of the statement.
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fonnal education completed.
Responses for participation in church activities were s cored as
follows:
Item 81 :

How often do you attend church services?
-1.,_
2
_2_
_f.L_
...,.2._
6
_J_
8

-

Not at all
Once a year
Twice a y ear
Four or five times a year
About once a month
About every-other Sunday
Almost every Sunday
Every Sunday (barring illness)

Items 84 through 91, columns £ through � we re given a score of ½
to all column entries based on either . present or past activity e

Column

� was omitted in -this scoring because Sunday School is not part of all
· . ti. es.72
. . t ing
.
part icipa
c hurch es I activi

When_ scoring was completed, total scores were obtained for each
s cale used

in

measuring the variables tested

in

this study. Mean total

scores were calculated for each variable, and deviations from this mean
w-ere recorded for each respondent for the variables.
As required by the first set of hypotheses, zero-order c orrela
tions were computed to show the relationship existing b etween pairs of
the eleven variables, according to the following formula:
73
£ :xy
rx:y c £ x 2 ) ( £ y2 )

✓

72 Scores for items 81 and 84 through 91 were combined. Scores
assigned to various levels on the basis of judgment of two Protestant
ministers, Dr. John Photiadis, and author.

73 Where r is t he coefficient of correlation; .2f is the deviation of each total:xyscore from the mean total score of variable !; z is
the deviation of each total score from the mean total score of y.
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As required by the second set of hypotheses, partial correla- .
tions from the first-order through the ninth-order were

alculated to

find the relationship of each independent variable with the dependent
variable when the effect of the remaining variables was held constant
one at a time, and simultaneously, according to the following formula:
r
- Crin k • • • (n-1) ) ( r.jn k • • • (n-l) ) 74
• . • k e • • n = i,i k. . .n
rlJ
1 - r� • • • •
1 - r�in•k • • • n-1
Jn k
( n-l)
(
)

r--------- ---------✓
✓

The F-test was employed to test level of significance for each
of the zero-order and partial correlations .

74 Where rij • k • • • n is the n - 2 (th) -order partial correlation
for dependent variable i and independent variable j while the effect of
n - 2 variables is controlled, 1£ being the first controlled variable and
!! being the last controlled variable.
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CHAPrER V

FINDINGS
The results of testing '. the first set of hypot heses by zeroorder correlations is presented in the first line of the matrix,
Table

rr.

_ Hypothesis I:

Religiosity is related to s ocial distance. Mid-

_dleton' s and Allport ' s research has suggested that several dimensions
are involved in the relations�ip between religiosity and prej udice.
The follo'Wi.ng sub-hypotheses were tested to find the relationship of
three dimensions of religiosity and social distance :
Sub-hypothesis A :

The more orthodox the belief, the more the

social dist�ce. The zero-order correlation showed the relationship
between these variables was not significant so this sub-hypothesis was
not supported. Results here agree with Middleton' s findings for col
lege students in the Northeast.
Sub-hypothesis B :
so�ial distanc e.

The more extrinsi c the belief, the more the

The zero-order correlation showed a significant pos

itive relationship between these variables, supporting the sub-hypoth
esis and Allport ' s thesis.
Sub-hypothesis C :

The more the participation in church activi

ties, the less the social distance. The zero-order c orrelation showed
a significant negative relationship between these variables, supporting
the sub-hypothesis and findings of Pettigrew concerning northern prot
estant church attenders.

TABLE II.

Variable
X.a
X1

ZERO-ORDER CORRELATIONS AND THEIR SIGNIFICANCE

X2

-

. 19 �H�

.085

*

. J2z✓

X5

X6

X7

Xg

300l' "

.1563/rl�

.305�*

. 30��*

. 39 6➔H�

.103

• 1 5 1.)I\U,,

. 205➔8� - . 24J➔H�

. 17J➔Hr

. 055

. 175�-

. 29J➔Hf

.114

.124;,�

- . 24&,H�

. 25l➔H�

.J9l➔h�

. J+4).f,*

.355➔H�

.12<)7�

. 28 Z,H�

-.

""
1 59i\l\

- .043

X2

X3
X4

X5

-

-

-

X4

X3

X1

-.

-

1\1\

.ll�t

Xg

-

-

-.165-r-* -.085

-.061

- .048

-

-

-

.303➔�

I

-.017

. 4l4�k

.34&�

e 24�H�

. 235➔H�

• 5 7Z*

. 50�➔�

.125➔�

. 28J➔H�

°' "
• 21 c.J''°''

.)'..3'
• 2 53 " ,,

. 115➔�

. 33 7➔H�

-

""

1 ·'9 7-,_.,,
• '+

-

. 467➔H�

�

ir Significant . at the 5 percent level;

Xo

-.l 7�H� - . 26 6➔H� - .18Qr-➔� -. 227-�* - . 20 2?8� - .153�/4-

¾
X7

- .074

X9

H� Significant at the 1 percent level.

➔

Xa = social distance ; Xi = orthodo.xy; X2 = extr�sic belief; X.3 = participation; X4 := education;
x5 = anemia; x6 = status concern; x7 = conservatism ; x8 = authoritarianism; = withdrawal
tendencies ; Xo = anti-social tendencies .
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The findings from testing the above sub-hypotheses lend support
to Hypothesis I, relig iosity is related to social dist nee, only when
religiosity is measured by the extrinsic and participation dimensions .
For this sample of rurban-church-goers the degree of prejudicial atti
tude is not as sociated with the degree of orthodoxy, belief in the orig· inal fundamental doctrine of the early Catholic C hurch, but rather with
the use of that belief in daily relations with fello'W?Ilen, and with the
frequency of participation in church activities .
Hypothesis II :

Education is related to social distance .

The

findings of Nehnevajsa, Allport and Kramer, Rosenblith, Pettigrew, Mar
tin and Westie , and Lipset showed that education was significantly neg
atively related to prejudicial attitudes.
_Sub-hypothesis A :
the social - distance.

The more years of formal education, the less

Ther zero-order correlation showed a significant

negative relationship between these variables, supporting this sub
hypothesis and the results of the above studies.
The findings from testing the above sub-hypothesis lend support
to Hypothesis II, education is related to _ s·o cial distance. The degree
of social dist�ce felt by this sample then is inversely dependent upon
the number of years of form.al education completed .
Hypothesis III :
social distance.

Selected personality dimensions are related to

Williams ' summary of personality attr�butes found to

correlate with pre judice suggested the following sub-hypotheses for
te sting .
Sub-hypothesis A:
. tance.

The more the anomia, the more the social dis

The zero-order correlation showed a significant positive rela-
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tionship between these variables, supporting this sub-hypothesis and
the results obtained by Srole , Roberts and Rokeach , McDill , and Middleton .
Gub-hypo tho n J.o U :
social distance .

rrho more the u tatu n-concorn, tho more tho

The zero-order correlation showed a significant pos

itive relationship between these variables, supporting this sub
hypothesis and the findings of Kaufman and Middleton.
Sub-hypo thesis C :
cial distance .

The more the conservatism , the more the so

The zero-order correlation showed a significant posi

tive relationship between these variables , s upporting this sub
hypothe sis ::..nd the findi.?'lgs o f McClo sky 2.n.d Middleton.
Sub-hypothesis D :
social distance .

The more the authoritarianism, the more the

The zero-order correlation showed a significant

positive relationship between these variables, supporting this sub
hypothesis and the findings of Frenkel-Brunswick , Martin and Westie ,
Srole, Roberts and _Rokeach , McDill , and Middleto n .
Sub-hypo thesis E :
e

the social distanc.

The more the withdrawal tendency, the more

The zero-order correlation failed to show a sig

nificant relationship between these variables, thus failing to suppo rt
this sub-hypothesis.
Sub-hypothesis F :
social distance e

The more the anti-social tendency, the more the

The zero-o rder correlation showed a significant posi

tive relationship between these variables, supporting this sub-hypothesis.

The findings resulting from the testing of sub-hypotheses A, B,

D , and F support Hypothesis III , selected personality ra ctors-anomia ,

c,
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status-concern, conservatism, authoritarianism, and anti-social tend
ency-are related to social distance.

The degree of social di stance

felt by this sample tended to change as the degree of anemia, status
concern, conservatism, authoritarianism, and anti-social tendency pres
ent in personality structure changed.

It appears that the tendency for

withdrawal from social groupings and the preference for s olitary activ
ities or social relations with only close friends has little influence
on social distance .
Zero-order correlations showing the relationships between each
of the independent variables provided a valid basis for proceeding to
test the second set of hypotheses since each independent variable cor

related signif'icantly with most of the remaining independent variables.72
The results of testing the second set of hypotheses by partial correla
tion are presented in Table III and Table IV.
Hypothe sis IV:

Certain variables are related to social distance

when the remaining variables are co ntrolled one at a ti.me.
Sub-hypothesis A:

Orthodoxy is related to social distance when

each of the remaining variables is controlled one at a ti me. · As seen in
Table III the relationship between orthodo xy and social distance is not
significant when extrinsic, education, anomia, status-concern, conserva
tism, authoritarianism, withdrawal tendencies, or anti�social tendency
are controlleda

The relationship between orthodoxy and social distance

becomes significantly positive, however, when participation is con72

See Table II .

TABLE III. RELATIONSHIP BEI'WEEN SOCIAL DISTANCE AND ORTHODOXY, . EXTRINSIC BELIEF, PARTICIPATION, AND
EDUCATION WHEN EACH REMAINING VA.1tIADLE IS HELD C ONSTANT

Independent
Variable
Controlled
Orthodo:xy

Extrinsic

Participation

Independent Variable Correlated With The Dependent Variable-Social Distance
Orthodoxy
EJ...-trinsic
Church
Formal
Belief
Participation
Education
�- l
1
� .082?
. { .12 8-38 l
!- -JroH�l1
�- • l22!Hr)
Partial F test
Partial F test
Partial F test
Partial F test
Corr .
Corr.
Corr.
Corr.

- -

.023

.121

Formal Education

.013

Anemia

.0 59

Status-Concern
Conservatism

A�thoritarianism

Withdrawal Tendency

Anti-Social Tendency

.071

.033

-. 036

.074

.067

.,181 10 . OW,H�

-

.152

4. 426➔�

-

.193 - - ll.
5403H�
-

.049

1. 042
1. 519

.134

5.44(:p�

.166

8.39l➔H}

.08 5

.318

.072

.387

.063

1. 620

2.1 51

1. 530

1.175

.187 10 . 750-lH�

1. 343

.164

8.15 �H�

-. 181 10 • ()()Or.*

-. 153

-

7.155�-

--149

6.77&3�

-.140

5. 93��

-.130

-.11 5

�

- -

5.10 5➔r
4. 0lQ>A-

-.147

6 . 5 48-Y,

-.158

7. 60�*

-.1 55

7 . 29 03H(

-. 289 26.99 6-x-�

-.264 22 .21��

- -.286 26 . 5 2���

-

-

- . 280 25.185-r.*
-. 238 17.83 J�hv,
- .261 21. 70�*

-. 234 17 - 244➔*
-.288 26.84]..➔

*

-.282 25.743-r-��

l The numbers in the parenthesis indicate the initial relationship between
the independent variables and social distance.

*

Significant at the 5 percent level;

➔ H�

Significant at the 1 percent level.
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trolled, indicating that when orthodo.xy is high and participation is
low, there is a positive relationship with social distance.
Sub-hypothesis B: Extrinsic belief is related to social dis
tance when each of the remaining variables is controlled one at a time.
First-order correlations show that when orthodo.xy, participation, edu
cation, anom.ia, withdrawal tendency, or anti-social tendency are con
trolled, the relationship between extrinsic belief and social distance
remains significantly positive.

However, when status-concern, conser

vatism, or authoritarianism is controlled the initial relationship be
comes insignificant .

Because �f the high relationship between these

variables indicated in Table r; a factor analysis might reveal a single
dimension which these variables have in common.
Sub-hypothesis C:

Participation is related to social distance

when each of the remaining variables is controlled one at a time. The
partial correlations support this sub-hypothesis for each of the inde
pendent variables.

The relationship between participation and social

distance remains significantly negative when each variable is con
trolled.
Sub-hypothesis D: Education is related to social distance when
each of the remaining variables is controlled one at a time.

This sub

hypothesis is supported because the relationship remains significantly
negative when each variable is controlled.
The findings from the testing of the above sub-hypotheses do
not completely support Hypothesis IV.

Orthodoxy is onl.y significantly

relate d to social distance in a positive direction when participation
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is controlled.

Ex:trinsic belief maintains its significant relation

ship only when orthodoxy, participation, education, anemia ,· withdrawal ,
o r anti-social tendencies are controll�d.

Education and participation

are the only two variables which maintain their significant negative
relationships with social distance when the remaining variables are
controlled one at a time.
Hypothesis V:

:Each variable tested is related t o social dis

tance when the remaining variables are controlled simultaneously.
Ninth-o rder correlations for the following sub-hypotheses are listed
in ·Table IV.
Sub-hypothesis

A:

Orthodo.xy is related to social distanc e when

all other variables are controlled simultaneously�

The correlation for

orthodoxy indicates that although the initial relatio nship between or
thodoxy and social cµ.stance moved from positive to negative, it still
does not reach a l evel of significance where the sub-hypothesis is sup
p orted.
Sub-hypothesis B :

Extrinsic belief is · related to social dis

tance when all other variables are controlled simultaneously.

The ini

tial. positive relationship between ext rinsic belief and social distance
is diminished to almost zer o when the effect o f all rema:ining variables
is controlled.

This sub-hypothesis is not supported by the partial. cor

relation test.
Sub-hypothesis C :

Participation is related to social distance

when all remaining variables a re controlled.

The ninth-order correla

tion retains the negative rela tionship approaching the required level
.
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TABIB IV.

I

N NI'H-ORDER PART IAL CORRELATIONS AND T HEIR SIGNIFICANCE

Partial Correlation
Coefficient

F
Te sb't-

. 508
• 006

Conclusion when effect of all re
maining variables is controlled
Orthodox belief is not related sig. nificantly to social distance •
Extrinsic belief is not related
significantly to social distance.

ra3 • 1245 67890 = - .101

2. 9 80

Church participation is related to
social distance negatively .�

ra.4• 1235 67890 = - • 209

13. 271

Formal education is relat�d to so
cial distance negatively.

. 001

Anemia is not related significant
ly to social distance •

• 140

Status-concern is not related sig
nificantly to social distance •

• 435

Conservatism is not related signi
ficantly to social distance.

19. 812

Authoritarianism is related to so
cial distance positively.

. 021

Withdrawal tendency is not related
significantly to social distance •

• 065

Anti-social tendency is not re
lated significantly to social dis 
tance.

ra8 • 1 23456790 = . 253

➔�

➔Hf

F values greater than J .84 and 6. 64 are required for significance
at the 5 and 1 percent levels respectively v
Approaches the required level of significance Q

of signi ficance between participation and social di stance, supporting
thi s sub-hypothe si s .
Sub-hypothesis D :

Education i s related t o social di stance when

all rema ining va riables are controlled .

A significant negative rela

tionshi p remains between education and social di stance in the ninth
order correlation, supporting thi s s ub-hypothe si s .
Sub-hypothes i s E :

Anomia i s related t o social distance when all

remaining variables are controlled.

The initial significant positive

relationship i s lost in the ninth-order correlation and thi s s ub
hypothes i s is not supported.
Sub-hypothesis F :

Status-concern i s related to social d i stance

when all remaining variables are controlled.

The ninth-order correla

tion shows no significant relationship despite the fa ct that a positive
relationship wa s found in the zero-order calculations, thus fa iling to
support thi s sub-hypothesi s.
Sub-hypothesis G:

Conservati sm is related to social di stance

when all rema ining variables are controlled.

No signifi cant relat ion

ship wa s found in the ninth-order, and thi s s ub-hypothes i s i s not sup
ported .
Sub-hypothesis H :

Authori ta rianism i s related t o social di stance

when all rema ining variables are controlled.

A signifi cant pos itive re

lationship rema ins after all other variables are controlied, supporting
this sub-hypothes i s.
Sub-hypothe sis I :

Withdrawal tendency is related to soc ial .dis

tance when all remaining variable s are controlled.

No s ignificant rela-
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tionship was found in the ninth-order correlation, thus failing to sup
port this sub-hypothesis.
Sub-hypothesis J :

Anti-social tendency is related to social dis

tance when all remaining variables are controlled.

The initial positive

relationship of the zero-order was lost in the ninth-order correlation,
and this sub-hypothesis is not supportede
The above sub-hypotheses support Hypothesis V (each variable
tested is related to social distance when the remaining variables are
controlled simultaneously) for only three of these variables--participa
tion, education, and authoritarianism. What conclusions can be drawn
from the changes in these mathematical relationships will be discussed
· in the following section.
Summary, Limitations, and Conclusions For Each Variable
Former studies have established relationships of religiosity, ed
ucation, and personality with prejudice, although with varying results.
The nature of these relationships, that is, whether direct or spurious,
hao not been probed, however, except through theoretical deducation.
This study was designed to explore these relationships in a sample,
stratified to provide a distribution for orthodoxy and participation,
of church-attenders in this midwestern community.

The study has cen

tered around these two problems:
1. What is the initial relationship of religiosity, education,

and personality variables with prejudicial. attitudes?

2 . Which of these initial. relationships remain significant when
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the effect of other related variables is controlled?
These questions shall be answered by interpreting the above math
ematical findings for each variable.
Religiosity
For this sample of midwestern church-goers, the type of belief
held, orthodoxy, was not significantly associated with the degree of
social distance felt for ethnic groups .

When the degree of participa

tion in church activities is negated, orthodoxy was related p�sitively.
Th.is can be interpreted to mean that with strong orthodox belief, low
participants tend to be more prejudiced. Before making such a . conclu
sion, however, it must be kept in mind that t he effects of education,
and personality are at work in this relationship. As can be seen in
the matrix, · Table II, orthodoxy is highly related .to authoritarianism.
Orthodox belief is in itself authoritarian in nature.

The significant

relationship between orthodoxy and social distance when only participa
tion is controlled may actually be a reflection of the association
which exists between orthodox belief" and authorj_ tarianism. When, in
the ninth-order, the effects of all other independent variables were
controlled j no significant relationship existed between orthodo.xy and
social distance. Therefore j this population at least gives little ba
sis for assuming any relationship between these two variables.
Although the initial relationship between the extrinsic use of
belief and social distance indicated a direct relationship, the rela
tionship approached zero when all remaining v ariables were controlled.
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Examination of the first-order correlations, Table III, showed that this
initial relationship was negated when status,...-concern._ conservatism, or
authoritarianism was controlled.

Allport' s extrinsic belief is used by

the individual with just such personality characteristics, and the find
ings here indicate that this dimension of religiosity may be related to
these personality factors rather than to social distance, itself .

This

in no way detracts from his thesis, however, for it provides further
conne ction between the relationship of the use made of belief, and the
personality of the user. · For this population at least, this _ study
s�ows extrinsic belief only inc;lirectly related to social distance
through the personality factors listed above .
Of the three religiosity variables tested here, the degree of
participation of the respondents seems the most reliable indicator of
the level o.f social distance held.

The relationship between these vari- ·

ables not only remained significantly negative when the remaining vari
ables were controlled one at a time, but also when the remaining vari
ables were controlled simultaneously�

Therefore, it can be concluded

that as participation in church activities increases, the so cial dis
tance felt for other e thnic groups decrease·s, regardless of the tYPe of
belief held, the use made of this belief, and regardless of the person
ality characteristics of the respondents.

This relationship verifies

the fact that the education job of the church can indeed .be effective ,
and that the church can make a real contribution in the education for
tolerance toward other ethnic groups .
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Educat i on
The pic ture for educa tion is much the same as for particip ation,
a nega t ive rela tionship even after
a bles have been c o ntro lled.

t he

effec ts of

the

remaining vari

This means that personality do es not inter

vene between educa tion and social distance, and

that

the less prejudiced

a ttitudes of the highly educated are not necessarily due t o the person
ality adjustment

o f those

who enter c ollege. The school can be a sec

ond agency fo r the creat ion of more tolerant a tt itudes even amo ng tho se
students with a mo re auth oritarian

o rientat io n.

Personality Variables
Of

the

personality variables tested,

ianism seems directly rela ted

to

o nly

Adorno ' s autho r i tar- _

social distance. "While anomi:a, status

c oncern, conservat ism, · and anti-so cial

t endency

were all related to

so cial distance initially, when the effect of the remaining variables
was co nt rolled, these relationships l ost significance. Examination
t he

ma t rix, Table II, sho ws that each of

lated

to

of

vari ables is highly re

authoritarianism. A f a ct or analysis may show that

ables have
i tion

these

a

t hese

vari

dimension commo n to auth orit arianism. In fact , the defin

authori tarianism includes aspects

of these

ever dimensio ns Ado rno 9 s concept may include,·

t his

vari ables. What

study fo und autho ri

tarianism posit ively related to so cial distance regardless
i ty, education,
a ttenders of

of

or

this

the remaining perso nality variables, for

of

religio s

t he

church

community &

These conclusions must be viewed in l ight . of certain lilµit ations.
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Fir[,t, the attribute s of this stratified sample cannot be compared wi th
samples of other populations .

Because the main goal was - to study the

relatio nships of basic variables within a church-attending populatio n

rather than description of a particular population, no attempt was made
to simulate randomness .

A replication of this study on a larger popula

tion randomly drawn would add a great deal to the meaning of findings

here.

Second, only ten of the matlY factors fou nd related to prejudice

have been dealt with here.

This does not assume that there are other,

and perhaps equally important , variables related to this ph� nomenon.

A..ge of respondent, socio-economic status, 73 church denomination, amount
o f contact, type of contact--equal-status or non-equal-status- are
suggested variables for further research .

Thir d, direction of causal

ity has only been assumed, and no inference of causality can be taken
from this filf �t facto study.

Fourth, accuracy and comprehensiveness

of attitude scales used here still have much to be desire d .

Bogardus'

Scale of Social Distance has been challenged on several occasions, par
ticularly on the . lowest level of admittance to close kinship by mar
riage .

Realizing its limitations, this scale was used because direct

ions for answering are easily understoo d and because less time is taken
than with other social distance scales.

Future research could increase

accuracy of results by employing scales more closely resembl ing the in

terval type e

Fifth, the use of o rdinal scales in the a�sence of vali

dated interval scales for zero-order correlations introduces some error

which must be considered in viewing the mathematic al findings .
73

Highly correlated with level of education.
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With these limitations in mind, Allport' s question is again
asked :

"Can citizens learn to· seek their own welfare and ·growth not

at the expense of their fellow men, but in concert with them?"7 4

While this exploratory study cannot directly answer this ques
tion, it can lend support to some of the answers given in past studies.
By

isolating from the effect of. >intervening variables, the relation-

ships of religiosity, educatio� and personality factors w.i.th social
distance ., it was found that the more the participation in church ac
tivities, the more the education, the less the authoritariaitj.sm, the
less the social distance.

It seems plausible then, that tolerance· for

other ethnic groups can be fostered through the educational role of
both the church and the school.

7 4 Allport, � Nature of Pre.judice 212 cit. , P 18.
• 5
•·
.,

....,
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TABLE V.

SOCIAL DISTANCE MARGINALS AND PERCENTAGES FOR SAMPDE STUDIED

Total
Score

AND TarAL POPULATION
Sam12le
Number
Percent

PoEulation
Percent
Number

5

21

7 .0

29

7.2

6

23

7.7

28

6.9

7

27

9 .0

36

8.9

8

36

12 . 0

42

10 . 5

9

39

13 . 0

50

12 . 4

10

50

16 . 7

79

19 . 6

11-12

25

8.3

31

7.6

13-14

22

7.3

29

7.2

15-16

28

9 .3

33

8.1

17-23

21

7.0

31

7 .6

24-31

8

. 2.7

16

4.0

Totals

300

100 . 0

404

100 .0

Mean Social.
Distance Score:

M = 10 . 74

M = 11 . 22

Comparison of the mean social distance scores for the sample and
the population indicates that on t�e average the population was slightly
more prejudiced than the sample. Although this diffe rence was not sub
mitted to a test of significance, the difference seems negligible .
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TABLE VI.

AGE MARGINALS AND PERCENTA(;}ES FOR sAMPIE · STUDIED AND TarAL
POPUIATION

Age In
Years

Sa.mEle
Number
Percent

18-19

42

14.0

20-29
3 0 -3 9

55
59

40-49

66

50 - 59

47

60-69

22

70-79

ll . 6

18 .3

48
84

20 .3

19 . 7

83

19 .9

22.0

88

21. 2

15 .7

65

7 .3

15 . 7

32

7.7

2 .3

7

80-89

PoEulation
Number
Percent

13

3 .1

2

.7

2

.5

Totals

300

Mean Age:

100 .0

415

100.0

M =

38 .3

M

= 39 . 6 ·

Comparison of the mean ages for the sample and the total popula
tion shows an average difference of less than one year. Although this
difference was not submitted to a test of significance, the difference
seems negligible.
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TABLE VII. EDUCATION MARGINALS AND PERCENTAGES FOR SAMPLE STUDIED AND
TGrAL POFUIATION
Number o f
School Years
Completed

Sample
Number

3

1

Popu1ation

Per cent

Number

Percent

0 .3

1

0 .3

o.o

o.o

7

d

8

5

1. 7

20

9

1

2

�

13

3.2

11

3

3 .0

.5

10

0 .3

1. 0

4

1.0

12

49

16. 7

77

19. 1

13

33

11.0

45

ll. 2

10. 0

9. 7

26

.3 9

8. 7

16

51

17. 0

.33

8.2

68

16.9

17

28

9.3

18

22

.3 3

7.3

8 .2

19

16

20

24

5 .3

21

1

22

1

Oa3

1

3 00

0 .3

100. 0

40 3

100.0

30

14
15

Totals
Mean number of
school years
completed

M

1

23

8. 0

0 .3

= 15 .04

5. 7

16

J,i. . O

26

6. 4

1

M

5.0

= 14. 25

0 .3

Comparison of the mean number of years of education completed for
the sample and the total population shows an average difference p f less
than a year . Although this difference was not submitted- to a test of
significance, the difference seems negligable .

It is interesting to

note, however-, that there is a consistently higher percentage of re
spondents at each level below fourteen years of school in the total pop
ulation.

The reverse is true for over thirteen years of school com

pleted.
TABIB VIII.

SOCIO-:ECONOOIC STATUS MARGINALS AND PERCENTAGES FOR SAMPLE
STUDIED AND TarAL PORJIATION

Total
Score

Sam:ele
Percent
Number

0-4

0

5-8

0

9 -12

2

13-16
17-20

o.o
o.o

Po:eulation
Percent
Number
5

1• .3

21

5• .3

0.7

.39

9 .9

15

5.0

.39

9 .9

. 59

19 . 7

67

16. 9

26. 7

80

20 . 2

21-24

80

25 -28

64

21.3

65

29-32

72

33-36

6

24 .0

16 . 3

72

2.0

18 . 2

3 7 -40

2

6

0.7

2

1.5

100.0

.396

Totals

Mean Total Socio
Economic Status
Score

300
M = 24.38

M = 20 . 83

0.5

100 . 0
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Comparison of the mean total. socio-economic status scores { score
obtained by combining education, occupational level, and income level)
shows the members of the sample to be of a slightly higher status than
the members of the population.

There a re consistently higher percent

ages in the lower four levels in the total population.
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OPINION SURVEY
This is an Anonymous Que s� ionnaire
12Q NOT filQ!i XQJfil NAME
DO NOT INDICATE YOUR DENOMINATION
This anonymous questionnaire is designed for all congregations
from all churches in our community.

Its purpose is to get some idea

of what people think abour some basic . issues.
answers found here will help civic

and

It is hoped that the

church leaders to establish a

more realistic approach to our modern society. The indormation needed
is infonnation which only you can give. What is wanted is your frank
opinions.

Please answer all of the question s.

Some of the infonnation asked for is confidential, and it _!!!!!

-be treated as confidential.

After you have completed the questionnaire, you will be asked

to drop it in a collection box.
PIEASE I!§ §ml! � IQ!! ANSWER � QUESTION

62'

A
The statements listed below are those with which some people agree and
others disagree. Please mark eac· h one 'in the left margin, according to
the amount of your agreement or disagreement, by using the following
scale :
3 Slight Disagreement
7 Strong Agreemen�
2 Moderate Disagreement
6 Moderate Agreement
1 Strong Disagreement
5 Slight Agreemen�
--- 1. I believe that there is a physical Hell where men are punished
afte� death for the sins of their lives.
--- 2.

--- 3.

I believe there is a supernatural being, the Devil, who continually tries to lead men into sin.
To me the most important work of the church is the saving of
souls.

___ 4 . I believe that there is a life after death.

___ 5 . I believe there is a Divine plan and purpose for every living
person and thing.
___ 6 • . The only benefit one receives from prayer is psychological..
___ 7. Th·e church should not concern itself with government programs
for economic or social welfare.

--- 8.

Tf a man is satisfied with his religious ideas he should not
allow his belief to be changed by people with other relig
ious ideas.

___ 9 • . The principal reason people join a church • is to gain a deep
feeling of security in this troubled world.
10.

Prayer is, above all else, a means of obtaining needed benefit�
protection, and safety in a dangerous world.

11.

One ' s belief cannot be enriched by discussion with non-be
lievers.

12.

Prayer puts the power of God at our disposal.

_ 13. God acts so as to reward those who express respect and ador
ation toward Him.
14 .

In God' s eyes,. the Christian is superior to the non-Christian.

(Instructions as first page of questionnaire)

_ 15 .

The church should give more help to those who give the most
time, talent, and money to it.

16 .

The church should avoid the controversial issues surrounding
civil rights.

_ 17 .

If one's belief is firmly based, it should serve as a buffer
to the outside world.

18. In spite of what some people say, the lot of the average man
is getting worse.
_ 19.
20.

It's hardly fair to bring children into the world with the way
things look for the future.
Nowadays a person has to live pretty much for today and let
tomorrow take care of itself.

2 1. These days a person doesn't really lmow what he can count on.
22. There's little use writing to public officials because often ·
they aren't really interested in the problems of the aver
age man.

_ 23 .

If you start trying to change things very much ) you usuaJ.ly
make them worse.

_ 24. No matter how we like to talk about it, political. authority
really comes not from us, but from some higher power.
_ 25. It's better to stick by what you have than to be trying new
things you don't really lmow about.
26 . A man doesn't really get to have much wisdom until he's well
along in years.
_ 2 7.

I prefer the practical man anytime to the man of ideas.

_ 29

I'd want to lmow something would really work before I'd be
willing to take a chance on it.

28. If something grows up over a long time, there will always be
much wisdom in it.

_ J O. ill groups can live in harmony in this country, without
changing the system in any way.

64

(Instructions as first page of questionnaire )
.
_ 3 1 . We must respect the work of our forefathers and not think that
we know better than they did.

_ 3 2 .,

The extent of a man' s ambition to better himself is a pretty
good indicator of his character.

_ 33 .

In order to meri t the respect of others, a person should show
the desire to better himself.

_ 34 .

One of the things you ' should consider in choosing your friends
is whether they can he_lp you _make your way in the world.

_ 3 5 . Ambition is the most important factor in determining success
in life.

� 3 6.

One should always try to live in a htghly respectable residen
tial area even though it entails sacrifices .

_ 37 .

Before joining any ci-v-ic or political association, it is usu
ally important t o find out whether it has the backing of .
people who have achieved a respected social p osit ion.

_ 38 .

Possession of proper social etiquette is usually the mark of
a desirable person.

_ 39 .

The raising of one ' s social position is one of the more impor
tant goals in life.

_ 40 . It is worth considerable effort to assure one' s self of a good
name with the right kind of people.

_ u.

An ambitious person can almost always achieve his goals .

_ 42 -

The most important thing to teach children is absolute obedi
ence to their p arents .

_ 43 . Any good leader should be strict with people under him in order
to gain their respect .,

_ 44 ,,

There are two kinds of people in the world :
strong.

_ 4 5.

Prison is too good for sex criminals. They should be publicly
whipped or worse.

the weak and the

_ 46 . No decent man can respect a woman who has had sex relations
before marriage.

f:/j,

B
The follo�ing questions are designed to show what you usually think,
how you usually feel, or what you usually do about things. Use the fol
lowing scale to show the degree of positiveness or negativeness you wish
to express :
4 Unquestionably Yes
2 No
1 Unquestionably No
3 Yes

_ 47 . Are certain people so unreasonable that you hate them?
_ 48 . Do you find it more pleasant to think about desired successes
than to work for them?

� 49 . Do you find that many people seem perfectly willing to take
advantage of you?

_ 50 .

Do you find many financial problems that cause you a great
deal of worry?

_ 5l e

Are your responsibti.lities and problems often such that you
cannot help but get discouraged?

_ 52 .

Do you often feel lonesome even when you are with people?

_ 5 3 . Are conditions frequently so bad that you find it hard to keep
from feeling depressed?

_ 54.

Do you prefer to be alone rather than to have close friend
ships with many of the people around you?

_ 55.

Do

_ 56 .

Do you generally go out of your way to avoid meeting someone
you dislike?

_ 57 .

Do

-

,5 8 .

you find it difficult to overcome the feeling that you are
inferior to others in many respects?

you often feel depressed because you are not popular so
cially?

Are you often forced to show some temper in order to get what
is coming to you?

_ 5 9 . Are many or your acquaintances so conceited that you find it
neces sary. to insult them?

60.

Do

you often have to insist that your friends do things that
they don' t care to do ?

61 .

Do

you find it easy to get out of trouble by telling "white
lies"?

66�

Do

_ 63 .

Are your friends and associates often so unfair that you do
not respect them?
Do

_ 65 .
66 .
_ 67 �

you have to assert yourself more than others in order to
get recognition?

p e ople who leave their houses or cars unlocked deserve to
have things stolen?

Does someone at home disturb you so much that you find it nec
essary to "squelch" them?
Have you found that getting even is better than "taking it"
too much of the time ?
Have many people treated you so unjustly that you are warrant
e d in having a grudge against them?

C

Directions : According to my first feeling reactions 1· would willingly
admit members of each race or nationality ( as a class and not the best
I have known, nor the worst members I have known) to one or more of the
classifications which I have circled.

bB . Japanese

To
To my
club as
close
kinship personal
by
friends
marriage

To my _
Street
as
neighbors

t

2

1

2

3

1

2

1

7 2 0 Negroes

· To employment
in my
occupation

To citiAs
Would
zenship visitors exclude
in my
only from my
country
to my country
country

5

6

7

4

5

6

3

4

5

6

2

3

4

5

7
7

6

7

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

73 . Scandinavian

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

74 . Indians

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

69 . German
70 . Jews

71 . Greeks

3

4

67
D

75 .

Please state your present age : _

E

76 . Circle the number of years of school you complete d :
6

7

8

9

10 11

12

13

1.4 15

16 l7

18

1

2

3 4 5

19 20 o r more.

F

77 .

Write X beside the item which represents your pres ent family income.
Under $2, 000

$6 , 000 - $6 ,999 -

$2, 000 - $3 , 999 -

$7 , 000 - $8 , 999 -

$4, 000 - $4 ,999 -
$5 , 000 - $5 ,999 --

$9 , 000 - $11 ,999 _
$12, 000 and over _

G

78 .

Write X beside the item which b�st fits your main o ccupation, that
is, the one from which you _make most of your income ( or hus
band 's· income )•

--- Farmer

---

Farm laborer
--- Professional worker, doctor, lawyer, teacher, social
worker

___ Business man, owner, or manage r
___ Clerk j clerical worker, or salesman
___ Unskilled laborer other than farm laborer
___ Skilled tradesman : carpenter, plumber, mechanic, e tc.
Student
--- Retired - what former occupation

-----

other.

What?

--------------------------------

---
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H

79 . Are you presently a member of any church? ___
I

80. How long ago did you join this · or any other church through a fonnaJ..
ceremony (confirmation, or confession of faith, or declaration,
or admission to membership) ? ___ yrs.
J

81.

---Not at all

__....

--�Twice a year

___Almost every Sunday

How often do you attend church services:
___Once a year

About once a month

--�About every-other Sunday

---�Four or five t:ililes· a year ___Every Sunday (barring
illness)
K

82 e

Do

you contribute to the finances of this or any church by tithe
or definite pledge - ______
regular contribution monthly ___
regular contribution weekly
occasional contribution . ----not at all

L
8 3. Write X to indicate: Male ___;.

Female ___•
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M In the table below: Write X in the blank boxes to indicate in
which church organizations you are presently
. participating or have participated.
NAME OF CHURCH ORGANIZATION

Participation
84 .

Local .2!:. State
Governing
Prayer
Men's
Board (Trustees,
or
or
Women's Study Vestry, Deacons,
SWlday
School Choir Assoc.
Group Session, etc . )

Member now

85 . Past Member
86. Attend Occasionally now

87 . Attended Occa- .

sionally in t he
past

Now Attend
88. Regularly
8 9.

90.

9L
92 .

Have Attended
Regularly in
the Past
(Use Number
rather than X)
Approximate Number of Committees
Served on, in
the Past
Present Committee Member
Office held in
the Past

f

Hold93 . Presently
ing Office

a

b

C

d

e

70 .
Instruction sheet to be used by administrators:
This is an opinion survey.

Its form is anonymous q�estionnaire.

PIEASE DO NOT SIGN YOUR NAME
PLEASE DO NOT INDICATE YOUR DENOMINATION
..

-

After .you have completed the questionnaire, please place .it in
the collection box (then tell where the box is located).
On pages 1 through 3, you will find listed statements with which
some people agree and others disagree. The instructions ask you to in
dicate your degree of agreement · or disagreement by:
6 Moderate Agreement;
5 Slight Agreement;
7 Strong Agreement;
3 Slight - �isagreeinent;
2 Moderate Disagreement;
1 Strong Disagreement
Every time you answer a question please look at this scale.
On the middle of page 3 , you will find listed questions designed
to show what you usually think, how you usually feel, or what you usu
ally do about things. The directions ask you to indicate the degree
of positiveness or negativeness you feel by:
4

Unquestionably yes;

3 Yes;

2 No;

1 Unquestionably no

On page 5, you are asked to indicate the kind of relationship
you would favor with the nationality groups and racial groups listed
in the table • . The directions ask that you draw a circle only around
the number representing the relatio�hip which you approve with each
group listed.
The remainder of the blanks are self�explanatory.
Are there any questions? .
May we remind you again: Express your frank opinion.
Do not sign your name o
Do not indicate your denomination.
Please be sure that you answer each
question.
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Sources or Items in Que stionnaire
Cover Page :

This instruction sheet was drawn, up to explain the

purpose of the survey, to assure anonymity, and to urge all respondents
to answer each question.
Pages one through four: At the top of these pages instructions
are given to respondents to answer with numbers corresponding to a
seven-point Likert response scale .

Items one through six were taken

from Putney and Middleton Orthodox Religious Belief Scale. 74

Items

seven through seventeen were drawn up to measure extrinsic belier. 7 5
Items nine and ten were taken from Wilson ' s Extrinsic Scale. 76 Items

eighteen through twenty-two were taken from Srole ' s Anemia Scale. 77
Items twenty-three through thirty-one were taken from McClasky 's Con
servatism Scale. 78 Items thirty-two through forty-one were taken from

Kaufman ' s Status-concern Scale. 7 9 Items forty-two through forty-six
were taken from the five-item version o.f the California F-Scale . 80

Items forty- seven through fifty-two were taken from Tieg, Clark, and
74 Putney and Middleton, loo • ..9ii•
7 5 As stated earlier, Dr. John Photiadis, Rev. H oward Osborne,
and author drew up extrinsic items and pretested them on 100 college
students for discriminating - power.
76 Wilson,

12£•

cit.

77

78

Kaufman,

.!29.· .£ll.

7 9 Developed by the Department of Scientific Research of the
Jewish Committee.
80 McClasky, JE_g,. cit.
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Thorpe 's Withdrawal Tendency Scale. 81 Items fifty-three through sixty
seven were taken from Tieg, Clark, and Thorpe 's Anti-social Tendency

Scale. 82

Items sixty-eight through seventy
four were taken from the Bogardus Social Distance Scale. 83 Item seven
Pages five through seven:

ty-five was chronological age in years .

Item seventy-six was number

of years of formal education completed.

Item seventy-eight was to show

occupation of family head.

Items seventy-nine through eighty-two indi

cate membership, length of membership, frequency of attendance, and
regularity of contribution to the church.
"male" or "female".

Item eighty-three indicated

Items eighty-four through ninty-three indicated

degree of participation, past and present, in various church organiza.- ·
tions--Sunday School, choir, men's and women ' s associations, prayer and
study groups·, and governing boards.

81 Tieg -» Clark, and Thorpe, loc. cit.

82 Ibid.

83 Claire Selltiz, Marie Jahoda, Morton Deutsch, Stuart Cook,
Research Methods in Social Relations, Part 1, Henry Holt and Company,
P • 189: New York, N. Y.

